Kingdom of Lies: Choosing Between Morality & Power

Silencing Voices & Telling Lies: the Anglo Morality of Proslavery

One of the greatest lies white people tell about us is that we're stupid, violent, lazy, and anything we have to say is either a trick, a lie, or simple idiocy. In otherwords, we're not even worth listening to. In fact, we may contribute to public degenerecy if we're allowed to speak. (Social Hygeine & Racial Hygiene)
(This moral policy of silencing the poor leads to human rights abuses such as the False Positives Scandal in Colombia)

Although they say Free Speech exists in America that is not true. Speak the truth about abuse in the United States and you will be slandered and arrested for delusional illness, and be prohibited from gainful employment or safe housing after being marked a 'dangerous' person, and having your children taken from you.
Federal Courts will silence you for bringing malice against your social superiors.

You will not be able to leave this nation of slavery, because when you ask for asylum, no foreign Customs Officer will believe you, when you tell them that slavery still exists in America. Because they've all been told the lie that America is perfect.

Women lie to their husbands, they want the security of a committed relationship but the benefits of no moral committment in return.

The FBI even lies (swear false testimony) to the courts, it's in their undercover operations guidelines manual; to protect the secrecy about the existence of their operations. So if an innocent person is injured during an undercover operation eg. the Government won't face liability for their actions.

Lying only became official U.S. Government policy after WWII, the same time the DSM began heavily emphasizing the paranoia diagnosis of mental illness. It specifically states that anyone who accuses the Government of lying is mentally ill. The diagnostic category of delusional paranoia itself dates to the 1800's during an outbreak of child sexual abuse, and workplace sexual harrassment cases among the German aristocracy. Since WWII it also became American policy. 

When the Patriot Act was passed it became unlawful for people to even attempt to withhold any information from the Government, including private information like medical records, sexual identity, political or religious opinions. Withholding such information is seen as active aggression about presumed criminal behavior. (Yet oddly the US Constitution only guaruntees privacy for individuals, not itself. This constitutional policy has now been reversed without ratification.) Information gathered, which may be later used by those with Power to harass, discredit, or unlawfully discriminate against such persons.

People lie for power, and they silence others when they have that power. Listen to voices, especially those that are not the loudest; and you will hear the truth.


[Gaslighting]
[Excess of Democracy]
[Enhanced Interrogation (Patriot Act)]
[Patriot Act (Wiretapping)]
[Clean Torture]
[Fifth Amendment]
[Hein v. Rauss]
[Political Abuse of Psychiatry]
[Impulse to Dominate (Harding)]
[Object Relations]
[Attachment Style]

"I'm not a fool to hurt myself
But I was innocent to what they done to me
They were wrong, they were wrong
Oh, 54-46, what's my number, what's my number now?
Right now somebody else has that number.
People listen up don't stand to near
I've got somethin' that you all should hear
All the lies, all the lies all the lies told to me
Form a little part of history" -Sublime




----

"Ideas about letting Africans speak for themselves have long and dubious histories that we need to acknowledge. Allowing Africans to speak for themselves was a mode of colonial discipline long before it was a clarion call for scholars like me. When the Russell Commission was investigating the causes of the 1935 Copperbelt “disturbances,” it apologized to its readers for the amount of irrelevant testimony published in the 800 pages of the Report; but it found that “in the case of native witnesses, it saved time to allow witnesses to proceed with their evidence without attempting to abbreviate it.” There are other unacknowledged ways that African orality was simply harnessed to the agendas of the professionalization of African history as an academic discipline. But what if historians didn’t care about which version of events was true? The creation of a master narrative, so much a part of the project of social history, wasn’t so much about finding a single truth as providing a way to talk about different experiences, to talk about both the experiences of mine workers and mine owners as part of a single history. Any number of social historians doing research in Africa in the 1970s and 1980s wanted to establish the patterns of experience for different populations. Those patterns were based on a variety of source materials thought to accurately represent that population. These historians—and I’m one—were concerned with an overall picture of the past; it was the excavation of evidence that compelled us." -White (2000)
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